
The Honorable B11 j Barrett
United States House of Reps.
WashIngton. D. C. 20515

Dear RepresentativE Barrett:

I ha,vf-? been intere'sted in aviat1un ,for '::.",:' long ,::\':::> I can
remember'. I ,:3.iT1 activ"; 1n a local club "'Jhose membet~'s en,JOY'
constructing and operating radio controlled model a1rplanes.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently
under consideration by the 'Federal Communications Commission
(FCC). The proceedin~ is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the
new rule's \'~i1l greatlv reduce the u.sabilitv o·f +t~eOuenC1es

curr'ent 1 V assig6ed felt:'" model use and incr'ease the risk of
acc1dents and attendant 1 iabi1 itv for control 1 ing model
a i r-'Cr"; ·::..nes ,.

Ciur t-'adio contr'01 fr'equencies are in the 72-76 i"lHz band.
This band is primarily used for private land mobile disoatch
operations. However. our radio control frequencies in this
band are f~r enough ~part from the land mobile frequencIes
that we have been abl~ to share the band without either use
interferIng with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower bandWIdths and rearrangIng the
pand plan. As a resu 1t, many 1 and mobile f requenc i es IrH 1 1
move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause
interference to radio control operations. I am told that of
the ':iO freqLtenC1es that are presently available for radio
control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left
if these new rules ar adopted.

l.lJhen we fly our model airplanes under r'adio control, ~'Je go
to great lengths to assure the safety of the operators and
b'lstanders Cl.nd the protect ion of !=lr·operty. Many clf out~
safety precaut10ns involve the careful coordination and use
of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable
frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC. the
t-'emaining frequencies "'Jill become con'::Jested and the iTlargin
of safety will be greatlv decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes nave wing soans
Lii::i to 10 -feet ,:'":\nd hi i de as much as :3(-, Ot~ 40 pounds. The
mocleis trlemselve·:::. ar'e e;.;pen·:::.l ..../ f2 'CD tluillj~ but more to the
pOInt, theY are capable of causing property damage. serious
1nJury, or even death if radio int~rfe0ence ca~ses the
operatcJt~ to lo':;e contt-·o 1 of the ct~af L • ~;,)e of ten f 1 v our'
modE.'·l s at ot~ganized e\/ents Cl.nd contest·s ",~here hundt-'e,js CJf
ooerators particlPate~ We need the use o·f our full
cDrnplement of rad10 fr-'eCluenC1e':;:, ii' or·der' to assut~es, :::,.s.fe
flVlr~g enVIronment.

I da not tnin~:: it IS wise of the FCC to see}~ to improve the
GOeratlng condItIons of land mobile radIO users at the
e~{oense of radio con~rol modelers, The FCC may not thin~:: we
·3.t--e ·:3.5 lITlj:i Or-·tEif""1t. 3.S bu."sine"3-::; Ll-::·er-'·3 elf ,-'a.diels. 'bLlt we r-,8.··-/2 a
considerable Investment in OLlr models arld' in OLlr radio
~qLtip(nent • Trle hcibb').... pt-'c,\/ide"::- ITt.::tn"/ h(JLtt-·::. c,·f enjo·..../ment tCJ
tt1Du'::;an;js of peop] e 1 ike ITivse41 fane! contr-·it;:.utes to tho
aovancement and developmeni of the commercial aviatiorl
1ndus.tr'y· .

P'lease helD me continue the safe enjoyment of fily pastime by
nClt ·311 i~v·oIirJ(.;I the FC:C~ tCi C·3rr···/ OLlt it'3 P!"¥·(JJ:I(JS.:=t.l·5· fClr 72-71::.,
f'Hz bCl.nd.



Februa:--y 19. 1993

RE: Proposed (FCC) PR Docket 92-235

To: Congressman William E. Barrett
1213 Longworth Bldg.
Washington D.C. 20515

I have just received notice of a proposed frequency change by the Federal
Communications Commission <PR Docket 92-235) that would be extremely harmful
to both individuals and small business alike.

Radio Control (RIC) Modeling has been an american and a world pastime for
decades. The frequency changes t.hat are beingconsidered would cause extreme
hardship on this growing industry. RIC modeling has just finished in 1991,
updating hundreds of thousands of radio cont.rol set to meet the ats'indards
just imposed by the FCC in 1991. The Average cost of a radio control set is
$300.00 and the life expectancy of each is 10-15 years. The last frequency
change was well thought out since Citizen Band and Amateur Radio were using
the same frequencies. This dual and triple use of mobile frequency user had
put Radio Control Aircraft in real danger of crashing and very possibly
causing death or injury. tvfodels today can weight in excess of 50 pounds and
t.ravel a speeds of 150 MPH.

I am a second generation modeler and I hope that some day my children will
have a ,::::hance to enjoy modelir.g. The cost. to our bdustry to once again be
subjected to extreme upgrade changes would be financial disaster.

C..lr 20 year old club holds annual flying 3hows for the general public to
enjoy, as do most other clubs, the P::::'oposed multi-use or new frequency
insertion would make the liability :::'0 great t.o offer entertainment to the
public.

Most flying sites ar~ located on some form of public gr'')und (city, cC1Jnty.
stC:i"t.e, le.) and wcmld ,30on be lost. he·:;ause of t,ne increased liab:'l1t.~,r risk
incurred by small gover-nment A.gencie 3. Tr.e i'D'Jcje:J ing i:idust.ry r:.cday 1::'

gT"o\!'J1.ng, b1J"t. it, is no rna ~ch fC1r t.r~e lobby~ist. ()~~ the telephone !~om:pariies.

I can only ask thet: yeu give ':::lur Radio :~ontrc;l ?2stime ·=dL the
consideration p()ssible to help protect it's right to exist. and pr,:'vlcE;
education and ent.ertainment to future generations.

,Jon "i. Smi t.h
cc: Federal Communicatior.s Comm.

Senator J. James Exon
Senator Bob Kerrey

,

.}. J. Smith
P.O. Box 944
Scotts1>luff.NE



·Februarv 18. 1993

The Honorable Bill Barrett
United States House of Reps.
Washington. D. C. 20515

Dear Representative Barrett:

1 have been inteF'ested in aviation ·fat' .:3.:::. long as I C-::In
r'emember'. I am active in a local club ~Ihose member's "211.ioY
constructing and operating radio controlled model airplan~5~

I am vet~y corleer-'ned about proposed ru I es tha.t are cLwr·ent I \;i
under consideration bv the Federal Communications Commission
(FCC). The proceedin~ is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted. the
new F··ul es wi 11 al~eatl v t-·educe the us.abi 1 itv' of +r'eauencie:
cLwrentl v assi.gned foY' model use and inc:r··-e"ase the risk of
accident~ and ~ttendant 1 iabil itv for control I ing model
airpl<:lnes.

I]l\t~ r'adio contr'ol ft~equencies ar·e in the 72-76 r'IH::: band.
This band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
operations, However. our radio control frequencies in this
band are far enough ~part from the land mobile freauencies
that we have been able to share the band without either use
interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the
band plan. As a result

d
many land mobile frequencies will

move closer to the ra io control frequencies and cause
interference to radio control operations. I am told that of
the 50 frequencies that at~e pt~esently available fat~ r.::\dio
control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left
if these new rules ar adopted ..

~I/hen ~.,e fly our model air'pl anes under' t-'adio contt~ol, ~'Je go
to great lengths to assure the safety of the operators and
bystander~s and the pt--otect i on of proper~ty • t'lan'l of OUt~

safety precautions involve the careful coordination and use
of the radio control frequencies. If the number' of uS<:l.ble
frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC. the
t-·emaining fr'equencies ~dll become congested and the nla.rgin
of safetv will be greatlv decreased.

PI ease u_ndet~stand tha.t man'l" model air~pl Cl.nes ha\.... e ....dng spans
UP to 10 -feet and [-,fide a:::· I1lUCll,:1.S Ju Ot~ 4U pound,=.. The
model s themsel ves ar'e e>:pensive +':0 bui I d = but lTtot~e to the
point. ttl!?V ::we cap.::\bl e of cau::;ing property damage, set~ious
injUry, or even death if radio interference causes the
oper'a1.:ot~ to 1 ose contt~oI of the cf'af t . I:Je of ten f 1 \I our
model s at. ot~ganized events and conte:::.ts ~,jhet~e hundr-eds of
operators participate. We need the use of our full
complement of t~::\dio fr'equencies in or-der' to aSS'-H~e,:::.. :.afe
flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the
operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the
e::PE'nse of t~adio contt-ol model et~s. Th!:..> FCC rna\,' not think ~'JP
::\1-"" .,:1.::; impol-··t-,:1nt as busines-s USet~3 o·f /·-·<:l_dios. but li~e ha.\/e a
conSIderable investmpnt in our models and in our radio
eauipmf=nt. The hobby' pt~ovide= fn:3n/ hour-os of enjoy-ment to
thous.::\nds of peop 1 E' Ilk e myse4l f <:l.nd contr· i hutes t.o the
addvanrt_ement and development of the commercial aviation
in US~t~y.

P!ease he~p me contjnue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allOWing the FCC to carry out it::; proposals for 72-76
t-IHz band.

h:espectful 1 \i,



1 i .... :: Ii 0 11 0 130 1. e 8 t 1 1 8 a r " e l: t:
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l-.j,:\~:;h l ng t.on. D. C. 20515

h.3.ve been i.nter"est-ed ill model ,:'\vi,3tion for many years and
'jC'I"lVC many hOUI"s of enjoyment fl"Om COllstl"Uctlng and operating
r':v:!io -COI1 t ro t led mode 1. .11 n:d .:lrv~s . I am \/e ry "IC t i ve in ,:l tocal club
caJl.::!<j the "Gr.:'\nd lo:;Llnd Hi-Five!s" wllose members p,"ovlde
(:!l1t.8t tainrrre'lt tor toc,?!.i yout,h .'Ind .1dutt. <..lrOUp'3 with theil' flVil1q
dcmanstratlons. I personally own several RIC radios and models and
1.... .'4'/F;,' oJ, ~... u rkshop fu 11 of a the r" p roduc ts neceSS.3ry to opera te my
.nodel::..

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is currently
under consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC).
The proceeding is PR 92-235. If adopted the new rule will greatly
reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for Ric model
use and increase the risk of accident and attendant liability.

Ollr j',3dJo-control trequenci.es are in the 72-76 MHz: band. This
b"\I1,j i·::. I:.H'im.3rily used f':>r private land mobile dispat.ch operations,
However. our radio-cantrall frequencies in this band are far enough
.,1p.H ': t rOff1 the 1.3.nd mobi1e frequencies tha t we have been able to
shore the band without either use interfering with the other.

rhl:l Not.ice of ProPo'3ed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR 92-235 i-eplaces
P"',t"t '~o of the rules INlth 2\ new Part 88. Pat"t 90 allows for _;?afJL.US9
~~ ~/~ aircr~ft and surface models by keePIng 10 Khz spacing between
F j :'.ed .:;omrnei"C ial \J'se 1'-::' .3nd f r eCluencies used by RIC enthusias ts. The
new P~it 88 wIll allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of
fl,,,'!)IJ(~ncio'3 ,lv3ilable to 1j·3. eliminating safe use of at least 31 of
the =·0 channe 1s on the 72 MHz band (fa r R/ C ai I"C'".;!' f t) and iO of the
;'0 freqljl:!ncios on tile 75 t1Hz band (for RIC C,3'"-:· .:lnd bO,ilts) nmoJ us:.? by
thf~ hobbyists. In fact, mOI-e channels will lIkely be affected.

Hllen we oper.:lte '.JUI" R/C model.s. we '=10 to th,:) g,-eat length'::' to
,-~':3SUi (~ the =:.afet.:,· ot the operat.or'.:. and by=.tandcl":: and the protection
,)f pl.)!)er·ty. t1 ..'Inv of our '3afetv preca.utions involve the careful
coor,Jlnation .:\nd 11':e of .the radio contr"ol fl'equencies, If the number
"Jf I.!·,o."ble f t'ucluencies is dirninished .3.5 pr'oposed by the FCC. the
remalnlng fr"eauencies will become congested and the margin of safety
will be yreatly decreaed.

( don' t th i. nk i. t i '" loJO re of the FCC to seel< to e~<pand the
OP2t :IlIon conditIons of land mobile radio users at the expense of the
I'\dl.)-r~ontrolt modeLers. The FCC m:.J.y not thlnk we are as imporca,nt

• (,c' ~.'IJ:'·.lness users ot the radlu. but. loJe have a considerable investment.
In ell' rnodeL:'J.nd Ln OUt- r"adio equlPment. It is a sizable industt·y
UI,'L. nlu·.,.:t t'e savecl to,' these 1etl'imentdl FCC actions. fhe hobbv
Plovtdes Ir,;';H1Y hours ot enjoyment to hundr8ds of thousands of pGoole
j Lk(~ IfI'r;elf lnd comtributes to the advanc l3rn8nt and development of the

'::'lmll1J(~I'r::t,~i ,,,vi,ation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposed PR Docket 92-235 for the
72-76 MKz band. We all need your help urgently because the FCC has a
deadline of February 26, 1993 after which it may become more
difficult to avoid halting these proposals from going into effect .

.,y~~ Sincerely. ;I~dLt?7J..d~.J.i
~~~ • DARRELL P. HlLLOUGI18Y
"{ 1403 21ST ST.

CENTRAL CITY, NE 68826



u.S. Re p. Bill Bar ret t
1607 Longworth House
Office Building
Washington, D. C. 20515
202-225-6435

Dear Sirs:

It has recently come to my attention that the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC) is considering an action
that will sever'ely limit and potentially eliminate a very
important hobby of mine, radio controlled (R/C) model cars
an d t r- uc Ks •

Your Notice of Proposed Rule MaKing (NPRM) in PR DocKet
92-235 replaces Part 90 of your rules with a new Part 88.
Part 90 allows for safe use of R/C aircraft and surface
models by Keeping 10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial
users and frequencies used by09497.04 Tm
(and)Tj
ET
BT
/Suspect <</Conf 0 >>BDC 
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Fe-brl.Jary 10, 1993

The Honorable Will iam Barrett
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Mr. Barrett,

am writing to voice an argument against PR DocKet 92-235.

I enjoy the hobby of remote control airplane flying very
much. After a weeK of working long hours I need some way to
relax, and flying provides this for me. At the same time
flying challenges me to learn more about assembl ing and
repairing t.he planes and the engines and the flying itself
taKes quite a bit of skill and coordination.

The change in frequency assignments which is being proposed
would not only make control of my equipment impossible if
someone with the new frequency came too close, it would also
make some of my radioeq~ipment unusable. I don't bel ieve
this is fair to me or to the thousands of other flyers 1 ike
rne.

Please reconsider before maKing any changes. Now is your
chance to demonstrate what the new administration says it is
all about: being fair t.o ~ ci tizens it represents.
Hobbyists 1 iKe me are just as important as the business
communi ty this change caters to, and hobbys 1 iKe flying are
more important than ever in these times of e-conomic hardship
CI.nd stre=.s. Dc. the right thing, and kee-p me and other-s 1 ike
me- in the a.ir-.

R, J3C\k~<
9 0(1.. V; 550/\ OVI'V {

SevvC\'C& J f\}e. G~ Lf 3LJ
n e ("on G\L-\lIC 5

U~\ Ilt\
Ac<\dernj oP fvl oJeI
MeM b{?y- 1+ LfLj 55:2 I

Sincerely,



Febr-uary 1. 1992;

Tl,e Honorable 8111 Barrett
1607 Longworth Building
~~shington. D.C. 20515

Oear Mr. Barrett:

[ have been interested in model aviation for many years and
derIve many hours of enjoyment from constructing and operating
radio-controlled model airplanes. I am very acti~e in a local club
called the "Grand I'3land Hi-Flyers" whose members pt'ovlde
entertainment for local youth and adult groups with their flying
demonstrations_ I .personally own several RIC radios and models and
have a workshop full of other products necessary to operate my
models.

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is currently
under consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC).
The proceeding is PR 92-235. If adopted the new rule will greatly
reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for RIC model
use and increase the risk of accident and attendant liability.

Ou r radIo-cant j'ol frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This
b~nd is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations.
However. our radio-contraIl frequencies in this band are far enough
apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to
shore the band without either use interfering with the other.

Ti1e Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRMI in PR 92-235 i-eplaces
Part 90 of the rules WIth a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use
of Ric aircraft and surface models by keeping 10 Khz spacing between
fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts. The
new Par't 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of
fr-equencies available to us, eliminating safe use of at least 31 of
the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band (for RIC aircraft) and 10 of the



11-,. i!t:'1101 'J,l'le 8111 B,:\I-'(31:1
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li.:\ve been interest2d ill model .3.vi.3.tion for many years and
dC'i-l\'C' lTIany 11000J/-s of enJoymf~nt '-,-om con::.l,'uctlng dnd operating
r.).,_-l!O-colltrolled model ,:urpl,JIV:lS. I am very active in .3. LOC3l club
called the "Gran\j lsla.nd Hi-Flvel 5" whose m~mbe,'s p,'ovlde
t'Jllte, t<'d.nrnr:'llt for Local youth ,:-lnd ,ldult. ~lrOUP3 with theii' flying
(jrJIlI'.:)nst",3l10ns. Iperson.3lJy o~"n :=.eve,-~,l RIC ".::Idios and models and
lidVf:~ .3. workshop full of other- products nccess.:~ry to operate my
tOode I '2;.

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is currently
under consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC).
The proceeding is PR 92-235. If adopted the new rule will greatly
reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for RIc model
use and increase the risk of accident and attendant liability.

(Jur radio-control trequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This
h·\rv;l t,:. pr'irna.rilY used fIJI' privdte land mobile dispatct, oper,:\tions.
HCWPVBr. our radio-controll frequencies in this band are far enough
..,p.\r I: f rom the 1,3nd mobile frequencies tha t we have been able to
shure the band without either use interfering with the other.

rhe Not.ice of ProPIJ3ed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR 92-235 i~eplaces

P:,H-t 90 of the "uIes with a new Part 88. Pat't 90 allows for _saf~use
'T~ H/! ::iil'cl-.":\ft and $u,-f.3ce models by keeplng 10 Khz spacing between
f l;,;ed comm.ei'cial U'3et"S and frequencies used by R!C enthusiasts. The
new Pal't 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of
fr",;,clilencies .3vailable to IJS, eliminating safe use of at least 31 of
the SO channels on the 72 MHz band (for RIC aircraft) and 10 of the
~o freQuencies on the 75 MHz band (for RIC cars ~nd boats) now USG by
the l)()bbyi s ts. In fact, mo I"e channel s will 11 kel y be af fected.

t,.jlv:~n ~.~~ oper-.:\ te 01.1 r R/C model s. we go to ths gt-ea t len~=!ths to
:... S$U I'(~ the =:.afe t.:," of the opera to r=:. and bys t.:uldc,"s and the protection
t)f PI 'JPer'ty. M.:\nv of OUt '5afety precautions involve tile careful
C001'dln~tion and u~e af the radio control frequencies. If the number
(Jf u'">,ble fr'eCluencies i.s diminished as proposed by the FCC. the
remainIng freauencies will become congested and the margin of safety
will be qreatly decreaed.

( don't think it is wore of the FCC to seek to expand the
op~ratlon conditlons of land mobile radio users at the expense of the
l'l,dlrJ-'.:ontroll modelers, The FCC m:;lY not thInk we are as imporc-:lnt
d"o bll::.lneS$ users of the radio. but ~..,e have a consider'able investment
Iii cur model''::' and 11"1 OUt' ,-adio eqUIpment. It is .3 sizable industt'y
Llldt. rnu·c::1:. be saved for these detl-jmcntdl FCC actions. rhe 110bbv
plovtdes 10;:1ny hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of peoole
.1 Lk,~ in\/':~elf .1nd comtributes to the adv<':\llcernent and development of the
,~~ t Hflnl (' r r: i a 1 .J v i 3 t ion i n d u s try .

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposed PR Docket 92-235 for the
72-76 MKz band. We all need your help urgently because the FCC has a
deadline of February 26, 1993 after which it may become more
difficult to avoid halting these proposals from going into effect.

30 I We.6-r II ~ ~CJ..-<:l2

p~: II: PSI Ai E.- G:, 88~..f)

r;:;;~~J;1vL
JaSClA S<.J\VS.\--(, r



February 8, 1993
The Honorable Bill Barrett
1607 Longworth Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Barrett:

It has recently come to my attention that the Federal Commu
nications Commission (FCC) is considering an action that will
severely limit and potentially eliminate a very important hobby
of mine: radio-controlled (RIC) model airplanes.

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is cur
rently under consideration by the FCC. The proceeding is
PR 92-235. If adopted the new rule will greatly reduce the
usablility of frequencies currently assigned for RIc model use
and increase the risk of accident and attendant liability.

OUr radio-control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band.
This band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
operations. However, our radio-control frequencies in this
band are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that
we have been able to share the band without either use interfering
with the other.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR 92-235
replaces Part 90 of the rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows
for safe use of RIc aircraft and surface models by keeping 10
Khz spacing: between fixed commercial users and frequencies
used by RIC enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile
users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available
to us, eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels
on the 72 MHz band (for RIc aircraft) and 10 of the 30 frequencies
on the 75 MHz band (for RIc cars and boats) now used by the
hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be affected.

As a point of safety, some of these planes have wingspans
that exceed 10 feet and weigh as much as 40 lbs. or more and
speeds range from 45 mph to 200 mph!

I have been in this hobby since 1971 and have a considerable
amount of time and money invested in it. Twice in recent years
I had to quit my hobby until I could afford to buy new radio
equipment to replace those the FCC made obsolete by changing
the frequency regulations.

The deadline for the FCC proposal is Feb. 26. 1993. Your
help on this matter would be greatly appreciated by hundreds
of thousands of modelers like myself.

Sincerely Yours,

Ronald J. Smith

{CY2_C( :s, EJcR.r
G,.~ .Is {a-.A1l j



~5 Feb 93
The Honorable Bill Barrett
House Office Bldg
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Congressman Barrett,

I am very active in a local club whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio controlled model
airplanes. I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. Ifadopted, the new rules
will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk
of accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart
from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use interfering
with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower bandwidths
and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio
control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequen
cies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left
if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of
the operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve
the careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies
is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin
of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30
or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable
of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the operator to
lose control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and. contests where hundreds
of operators participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure
a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile radio
users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business
users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The
hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its
proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.



February 10, 1993

The Honorable BiB Barrett
1607 Longworth Bldg.
VV~on,D.C.20515

Dear Mr. Barrett,

It has recenUy come to my attention that the fCC (fedefai Communications Commission) is
considering an action that wiD sewrety Imil and potentially efiminate a very impof1ant hobby of mine,
RIC (radio c0ntr0lied) model airplanes, helicopters, boats and cars. I am a member of The Grand
Island ModeIer's Association and have been building and flying model aircraft for thirty fNe years.

The proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the fCC (federal
Communications CommissIon) are PR Docke( 92 - 235; If adopted, • will greaUy reduce 1he safety
and usability of frequencies currenUy assigned for model use.

The proposed rules replaces Part 90 with a new Pw1 88. Part 90 aIows for safe use of RIC
models by keeping 10KHZ spacing between fixed high power commerdaI users and frequencies
used by RIC enthusiasts. The new part 88 wiD Blow mobI users on frequencies within 2.5 KHZ of
frequencies available to us, eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHZ
band and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75 MHZ band now used by hobbyists. In fact, more
channels wilt likely be affected.

This action wiR have a severe, detr'.rnentaf impact upon me and the intire RIC hobby indusby.
If put into effect. my model could easIy be rendered uncomoIabIe. I hesitate to met1ion l, but feel
forced to mention the incident that ocaRd sewfaI years ago at RfK sIadita'n where a model akpIane
was rendered uncontrolable due to a fIXed users spuirious emissions. J understand that model
aircraft IdI:ed a spectator in the grandstands. This type of occurance could possibly become much
more commonplace ifthis new rule becomes law..

Jhave been involved in this hobby for 35 years and OON my children are becoming involved.
There are hundreds of thousands of individuals in the United States like myseff and thousands here
in the State of Nebrasb Ydlo er10Y this hobby and these proposed rule changes will affect all of us.
80th in terms of economics and enjoyment. Existing RIC radio equipment that is "iegaf right now
would be rendered obsolete and useless overnight, resulting in milions of dollars in losses to at of the
hundreds of thousands of hobbyists like myself.

If the Mobil Telephone Companies who would use these frequencies, agreed to reemburse
an of the hobbyists who would be forced to replace their RIC radio equipment then Jwoukt agree that
this new proposed ruling should take affect, however Jdo not befteYe that they wooId be so chariat*t,
and so I request that this proposed ruing change be dropped.

These proposed changes are going to be reviewed on Februafy 26, 1993, and so I~
request your help to continue the safe enjoyment of my hobby and sport by not aItowing the FCC to
carry out it's proposed ruting change.

Respectfuly Submitted,

~~
AUbrey~

0'2.1 f=-~ B;sc~.Q\& ST-

Gr~ -L..s(~I N e: Co 880 I



The Honorable Bill Barrett
U.S. House of Reps.
Washington. D.C. 20515

Re: FCC Proposed Rule Change

Dear Mr. Barrett.

02/10/93

I am writing to ask you to look into a matter which threatens the safety
and existence of the flying of radio controlled model aircraft. a recreation
enjoyed by thousands of enthusiasts. Currently. the Federal Communications
Commission. through a NOTICE OF PROPOSED RULE MAKING-NPRM - PR DOCKET 92-235
proposes to invade the 72 and 75 megahertz frequencies which are currently
alloted to radio control use. and permit Land Mobile Service (cellular phones)
to operate in between our current channel frequencies (and using much more
powerful signals). This will result in radio wave interference from the radio
bands being too close together. as well as being obliberated by the more
powerful signals. Our airplanes will be out of control due to the
interference.

The radio control hobby has operated for many years on these frequencies
assigned by the FCC, and we have spaced our channels as close together in
frequency as the radio industry considers safe. If new radio frequency use is
permitted between our channels. we will lose control over our aircraft. and
would pose a very significant danger to the public. from an airplane crashing
out of control. Our particular flying facility is located in the City Park at
Standing Bear Lake in Omaha.Nebraska. This park has many other members of the
public also using recreational facilities. who would then be in danger.

I have over a $1.000 invested in radio equipment that would be rendered
not only useless, but dangerous. if this FCC proposed rule change is adopted.
I would respectfully ask you to look into this and oppose this change for
reasons of safety and preventing financial waste by rendering my equipment
dangerous and useless. Cellular phone signals have poor frequency control. and
spillover to adjacent frequencies.

Please help me save the investment I have already made in radio equipment
and enjoyment of the hobby. We also wish to maintain safety as a benchmark of
our hobby and not pose a danger to anyone. Please note that the comments on
the proposed rule change must be filed by February 26, 1993, and we would ask
you to make a formal filing of opposition to this frequency use change.

I want to thank you for your help on this matter.

Yours sincerely. 7?l~,/j}~
Michael Dillon
of Louisville. NE.

,

MIKE DILWN ..~

:~/~ST. Pa· %~
WUISVlLLE, HE. 6IOJ7 ~\.

'(
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The Honorable Bl11 Barrett
lo07 tungworth Building
washington. D.C. 20515

I, Oear Mr. Barrett:

I have been interested in



February 1, 1993
The Honorable B~ll Barrett

.1607 Longworth Building
. Washington, D.C. 20515

Oear Mr. Barrett:

I have been interested in model aviation for many years and
der~ve many hours of enjoyment from constructlng and operating
r'adio-controlled model dlrclanes. I am very active in a local club
called the "Grand Island Hi-Flyers" whose members provide
enter'tainment for local youth and adult qr'oups with their flving
demonstrations. !personally own several RIC radios and models and
have a workshop full of other products necessarv to operate my
models.

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is currently
under consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC).
The proceeding is PR 92-235. If adopted the new rule will greatly
reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for RiC model
use and increase the risk of accident and attendant liability.

Our j-adio-conti'ol frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz: band. This
b~nd is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations.
However. our radio-controll frequencies in this band are far enough
apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to
shore the band without either use interfering with the other.

niB Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR 92-235 replaces
Part 90 of the rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use
o~ RiC aircraft and surface models by keeping 10 Khz spacing between
fixed commercial users and frequencies used by Ric enthusiasts. The
new Part 88 w~ll allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of
fr';:JQuencies available to us, eliminating safe use of at least 31 of
the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band (for RIC aircraft) and 10 of the
30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band (for RIC cars and boats) now use by
the hobbyists. In fact, more channels will llkely be affected.

L"JI,en we operate our RiC models, we 0]0 to tl,e great lengths to
,::\ssu,'e the safet. y' of t-he operat-ors and bystander's and tile protect-ion
of pI'cper-ty. Many of OUt' safety precautiol1s involve the careful
cool-dlnation and use of 1:he radio control frequencies. If the number
of Lisable frequencies is diminiShed as proposed by the FCC. the
remaining ft'eauencies will become congested and the margin of safety
wi!l be greatly decreaed.

t don't think it is wore of the FCC to seek to expand the
op6ration conditlons of land mobile radlO users at the expense of the
I "dlc,-control1 modelers. The FCC may not th~nk we are as imporcant
dS business users of the radio, but we have a conslderable investment
In OUt models and ln our radio equipment. It is a sizable industry
tlldt mu:=.t t,e saved for these detrimental FCC actlons. TI1e hobby
j:H O\i ldes many hou rs of en joymen t to hund reds of thousands of pecp Ie
~ i!.-,e lDy'sel f and comt,"ibutes to the advancement and development of the
'-,»mn:(~"cia 1 ,3, v L~ t ion indus t ry .

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposed PR Docket 92-235 for the
72-76 MKz band. We all need your help.urg~ntlY because the FCC has a ~~
deadline of February 26, 1993 after Wh1Ch 1t may become more Q~~
difficult to avoid halting these proposals from going into effec~. ~ \'0

,.sa:l Go. E,.ilcs--.. Sincerely. _ ~ ~~~
A.JQ..,'''~ ,s4'Wf1:&~ ~-o?.£~,....-
8fOCAv4 ~~J(./ --)
'" jl - _. ~ ,,'-
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1/30/93

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are
currently under consideration by the Federal ComMunications
Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If
adopted the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of
frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the
risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling model
a i t~P 1 anes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHZ band.
This is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
opet~atil:tl'·rs. However, OUt-· t~adio COt'ltt~ol ft~equeY"lcies in this baY"ld
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we
have been able to share the band without either use intet~fering

wi th the other~.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies
by splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the
band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move
closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference
to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50
frequencies that are presently available for radio control of
Model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these new
rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go
to great lengths to assure the safety of the operators and
bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety
precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the
radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies
is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining freqencies
will become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly
dect~eased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing
spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The
models themselves are expenive to build: but more to the point,
they are capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or
even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the craft. We often fly our model at organized
events were many spectors are present.

I do not ~hink it is wise of the FCC to seek to impro~e

the operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the
expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are
as important as business users of radios~ but we have a
considerable investment in our models and in our radio
equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to
.thousands of people like myself and contributes to the
ac:Jva.ncement: and de",'elopfl1ent of the corilr,·:et'cid}. avic~t j,:,n
i yOI d u ~, t r"')/ •

S i nCet~E' 1y,

Ple0se help me continue the
by not allowing the FCC to carry
76 MHz band.

sa fe enj (Jj'!;lf.?n"L ,:,f
out its proposals

rllY past i 1110

fot~ the 7;::- ~ \~~

'"t-~ \.



The Honorable Bill Barrett
1213 Longworth House Office Bldg.
Washington" D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Barrett;

I am writing you in protest to (NPRM-PR Docket 92-235) which
deals with radio frequencies used in the Radio Controlled
Model Airplane hobby. I am presently a member of a model
club which will be affected by this issue if it is adopted.
I am also a public school teacher. One of the classes I
teach involves the construction, flight and scientific
principles dealing with model aircraft, as well as the
scientific concepts dealing with general aviation aircraft.

I own several model RC airplanes along with five radio
control systems. This law would make this equipment
unusable if this frequency assignment is adopted.

Since the proposed new frequencies are so close,
interference will occur and render most frequencies
unusable. Not only will this create a financial hardship
for me, my club and my school; it will put innocent
bystanders at risk in the area of RC flying sites. Since
the new frequencies are designated as "mobile", and they are
allowed tolerance which will overlap the present RC model
frequencies they will cause many model airplane crashes out
of anyone's control. Innocent people could be injured or
killed, property will be subject to damage and modelers will
suffer needless property losses.

Please help me through your representation by stopping the
FCC from implementing this rule.

Yours truly

~~
Bill Foster
Platte River RC Club
Box 305
Gibbon, NE 68840



January 31, 1993

The Honorable Bill Barrett
U. S. House of Representatives
Washington, D. C. 20515

Dear Mr. Barrett:

I am an active Radio Control Model enthusiast, and as such I am extremely concerned
about the Federal Communications Commissions (FCC) proposed rule modifications, PR
Ilodcet 92-235, that will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for
radio control model use. These frequency changes, if adopted, would greatly increase the
risk of accidents, and create an enormous liability problem for anyone flying radio
controlled models. In short, the propcsed frequ.enc.y dumge9 will make safe Radio C<mtrol
Operatioos nearly jll'll(MibJe. These dJ.anges~ destroy a hobby for many thousanih cI
Ameriams, &9 well &9 cause the certain job less cI many individuals who make their living
in the Radio Control industry.

Radio control frequencies are in the 72 to 76 MHz band, a band which has primarily been
used for private land mobile dispatch operations. The radio control frequencies in this
band are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to
share the band without interfering with each other.

The FCC now wants to create more land mobile frequencies by rearranging the band. As
a result, many of the land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio control
frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. As I stated earlier, if these
frequenc,y~ are~ the safe operation d Radio Control Models will be severely
jeopardized.

Many radio controlled models have wing sPfUls up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 80 to 40
pounds. The models are expensive to build, but more importantly, they are capable d
causing property dam8~ serious injury, or even death if radio interference caliSE'S the
operater to lose cootrol d the <raft. Radio control modelers go to great lengths to ensure
the safe operation of their models. Crowding the frequency band will throw in a safety
variable that no modeler can control. It is unacceptable for the FCC to impose such a
safety burden on a select group of people, whether they be hobbyists or industry.

The FCC is apparently seeking to improve the operating conditions of land mobile radio
users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC probably does not think that
using the band for radio control modeling is as important as industrial use. I believe,
however, that I speak for the thousands of people across America who have invested
considerable money and time into the hobby, when I voice an extreme dissenting opinion to
the FCC's apparent beliefs.

This hobby provides many hours of enjoyment, as well as employment, for thousands of
people like myself and the local hobby shop proprietors in North Platte, Nebraska and
across this country. Please help me <Ultinue the safe aUoYment d my paitime by not
aIlo,.ving the FCC to modify the 72 • 76 MHz ndo frequency band.

DAN C. NGUYEN. M.D.
319 EAST B STREET

NORTH PLATTE. NEBRASKA 69101
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I AM VERY CONCERNED ABOUT PROPOSED RULES THAT ARE CURRENTLY
UNDER CONSIDERATION BY THE FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
(FCC). THE PROCEEDING IS PR DOCKET 92-235. IF ADOPTED, THE NEW RULES
WILL GREATLY REDUCE THE USABILITY OF FREQUENCIES CURRENTLY
ASSINGED FOR MODEL USE AND INCREASE THE RISK OF ACCIDENTS AND
ATTENDANT LIABILITY FOR



February 1, 1993
The Honorable Bill Barrett
1607 Longworth
House Office Bldg.
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Mr. Barrett:

I have been interested in aviation for as long as I can remember, and this interest has
manifested itself in the hobby of building and flying radio controlled model airplanes. I
currently own 7 radios and 27 model aircraft, as well as numerous motors, engines and related
field equipment and accessories. These items are worth well over $10,000. I belong to an
active club of 60 other RIC fliers, with similar interests and investment in equipment.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the
Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If
adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currenly assigned for
model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling model
airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are
far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band
without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move
closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am
told that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes,
only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as
much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point,
they are capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference
causes the operator to lose control of the aircraft. We often fly our models at organized events
and contests where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our full complement of
radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile
radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important
as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our
radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like
myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry
out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.



February 2, 1993

Joseph F Matthias
1822 Bateman Street
Hastings, NE 68901

The Honorable Bill Barrett
1607 Longworth Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Mr. Barrett:

It has recently come to my attention that the Federal Communications
Commission is considering an action that will severely limit and
potentially eliminate a very important hobby of mine, radio controlled
model airplanes. I am active in a local club called the Hastings
Skylarks whose members provide entertainment for local youth groups,
schools, and Hastings Regional Center patients.

I own several radios and model ai rplanes, 'plus all the necessary
equipment to keep these models safely in the air. Don't let the FCC
shoot me down with their new PR Docket 92-235, part 88.

Keep in the present Part 90. This keeps the 10 Khz spacing between
fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RiC enthusiasts. The
new Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies with 2.5 Khz of
frequencies available to me and club members. This would eliminate
safe use of at 'least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band for my
type of aircraft.

When our club operate our Ric models, we go to great lengths to assure
the safety of the operators and bystanders. Many of our safety
precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the radio
control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will
become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposed PR Docket 92-235 for the
72-76 MKz band. We all need your help urgently because the FCC has a
deadline of February 26, 1993 after which it may become more difficult
to avoid halting these proposals from going into effect.

Sincerel~
. ~ .' tl4-

~ F Matthias

~tEB 101993
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January 29, 1993

The Honorable Bill Barrett
U. S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Mr. Barrett,

I am retired and derive many hours of enjoyment from
constructing and operating radio controlled model airplanes.
I am very active in a local club whose members enjoy con
structing and operating radio controlled model airplanes.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are
currently under consideration by the Federal Communication
Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If
adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the usability
of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase
the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling
model airplanes. We need the use of our full complement of
radio frequencies in order to insure a safe flying environ
ment. I am strongly against this proposal.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my
pastime by not allowing the FCC to canry out its proposals
for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,

Neil F. Holmes
1821 West E Street
NoPlatte, NE 69101



January 31, 1993

The Honorable Bill Barrett
U. S. House of Representatives
Washington, D. C. 20515

Dear Mr. Barrett:

I am an active Radio Control Model enthusiast, and as such I am extremely concerned
about the Federal Communications Commissions (FCC) proposed rule modifications, PR
Docket 92-285, that will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for
radio control model use. These frequency changes, if adopted, would greatly increase the
risk of accidents, and create an enormous liability problem for anyone flying radio
controlled models. In short, the proposed frequency dJanges will make safe Radio Cootrd
Operations nearly inqQID"bIe. These dJanges ma..v destroy a hobby fer maoy thOUS&JJdJ m
Americans, as weD as cause the certain job less mm.aoy individuals who make their Jiving
in the Radio Control industry.

Radio control frequencies are in the 72 to 76 MHz band, a band which has primarily been
used for private land mobile dispatch operations. The radio control frequencies in this
band are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to
share the band without interfering with each other.

The FCC now wants to create more land mobile frequencies by rearranging the band. As
a result, many of the land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio control
frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. As I stated earlier, if these
frequency dlange; are adopted, the safe operaticm mRadio Contrd Models will be severely
jeopardized.

Many radio controlled models have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30 to 40
pounds. The models are expensive to build, but more importantly, they are capable m
causing property damage, serious injury, cr eYeD. death if radio interference causES the
operater to lose contrd. mthe craft. Radio control modelers go to great lengths to ensure
the safe operation of their models. Crowding the frequency band will throw in a safety
variable that no modeler can control. It is unacceptable for the FCC to impose such a
safety burden on a select group of people, whether they be hobbyists or industry.

The FCC is apparently seeking to improve the operating conditions of land mobile radio
users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC probably does not think that
using the band for radio control modeling is as important as industrial use. I believe,
however, that I speak for the thousands of people across America who have invested
considerable money and time into the hobby, when I voice an extreme dissenting opinion to
the FCC's apparent beliefs.

This hobby provides many hours of enjoyment, as well as employment, for thousands of
people like myself and the local hobby shop proprietors in North Platte, Nebraska and
across this country. Plem;e help me continue the safe enjoyment cI my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to modify the 72 • 76 MHz radio frequency band.

George R. Evans



JAMES Nf.}TI'ER ~
R.R. 1 BOX 50 ~
SHELTON. NE. 68876
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I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly
reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of accidents and
attendant liability for. controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the
land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower bandwidths and
rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio control
frequencies and cause interference to radio control. operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that ~e
presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are
adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the
operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is diminished' as
proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly
decreased. '. :

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30 or-40
pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of cauSing
property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the
craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators participate. We need
the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile radio us~rs

at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business users of radi~s,'
but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby provides'~y
hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to the advancement and develop~ent. of
the cOIDIJ;1ercial aviation industry. .

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its .
proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Dear Mr.)'

J

Sincerely, -

~ /;,,, !!rrA
-----


